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benevolence or general maxims of justice, without
being an unjust judge. Cases may arise, indeed, as
I must say in passing, in which this is hardly true.
A law may be so flagrantly unjust that a virtuous
judge would refuse to administer it. One striking
case was that of the fugitive slave law in the United
States, where a man had to choose between acting
legally and outraging humanity. So we consider a
pai'ent unjust who does not leave his fortune equally
among his children. Unless there should be some
special reason to the contrary, we shall hold him to
be unfair for making distinctions out of mere pre-
ference of one child to another- Yet in the case of
primogeniture our opinion would have to be modified*
Supposing, for example, a state of society in which
primogeniture was generally recognised as desirable
for public interests, we could hardly call a man
unjust for leaving his estates to his eldest son. If,
in such a state, a man breaks the general rule, our
judgment of his conduct would be determined
perhaps by considering whether he was before or
behind his age, whether he was acting from a keener
perception of the evils of inequality or actuated by
spite or regardless of the public interests which he
believed to be concerned. A parent treats his
children equally in his will in regard to money; but
he does not, unless he is a fool, give the same